THE COURT:  All right.

Q.  (By Mr. Moncrief)  It's keen stipulated
that there was no written statement of this
policy.  Can you testify from your interview
with the three men that you have cited,
whether their statements of this policy were
consistent?

A.  Yes.  It was.

Q.  The statement was consistent?

A.  Are we talking about the respondent's
witnesses?

Q.  Yes.

A.  Yes, their statements in regards to the
policy for discharge, as far,as their state-
ments was consistent, that if the person, was
involved in an accident that they felt was his
fault and was avoidable, it would entail a
discharge.

With regard to the results of his investigation concern-
ing the accident, Mr. Howell testified at follows <Tr.
144-147).

Q.  Okay.  Did you question any of these wit-
nesses as to the cause of the accident?

A.  Yes, I did.

Q.  Did you get an understanding as to what
caused the accident?

A.  From the complainant's witnesses I've
talked to, there was no abnormal mining condi-
tions at the mines.  They hadn't had any real
problems with mining in that area.  There was
no damaged high walls or unsafe areas that
anybody was aware of, and the mining was pro-
ceeding in a normal manner at the time the
accident occurred.

381olicy ever reduced to writing?
